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Lindsey Buckingham’s sordid relationship with other members of Fleetwood
Mac has been a source of news since the late 1980s.[2] After being
“involuntary expelled” from the band earlier this year, he has  led suit against
his old band mates for breach of oral contract and breach of  duciary duty.
[3] He alleges that his forced departure has cost him twelve million dollars in
tour proceeds.[4] The band is currently on the tour described in the lawsuit
and has stops in over 50 cities in the United States.[5]
While court documents relevant to the lawsuit have not been released in full,
Buckingham claims he asked Fleetwood Mac to change the tour dates so
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that he could release his own album.[6] Following the band’s refusal,
Buckingham allegedly delayed the release of his album and any potential
solo tour.[7] Buckingham claims his  ring from the upcoming tour and
contracting with other musicians to take his place amounted to a breach of
an oral contract and a breach of  duciary duty.[8]
In order for Buckingham’s breach of oral contract claim to be sustained, he
must  rst show that the statute of frauds does not apply to the agreement at
hand.[9] The statute of frauds exists to prevent dishonest conduct by
encouraging parties to create written documents memorializing their
agreements.[10] Whether Buckingham will be able to recover under this oral
agreement will depend on whether or not the contract could have been
performed within a year, as contracts that can be fully performed within a
year are not required to be memorialized by a signed writing.[11] Because
Fleetwood Mac’s North American Tour began on October 3 and will end on
April 5,[12] it is likely that this oral contract will not be barred by the statute of
frauds.[13] Therefore, if Buckingham is able to show a valid oral agreement
existed regarding his role in the upcoming tour, it is likely Fleetwood Mac
may be liable for a breach of that agreement.
Buckingham also claims Fleetwood Mac breached their  duciary duty to him
as a partner.[14] While this evaluation will be jurisdiction speci c, the Revised
Uniform Partnership Act [hereinafter RUPA] de nes “partnership” as “an
association of two or more persons to carry on as co-owners of a business
for pro t.”[15] Generally, property acquired by the partnership, which can
include any business opportunities to compete, must be shared with all
individuals in the partnership.[16] RUPA further states that in the case of a
partner, in this case Lindsey Buckingham, who “engaged in wrongful conduct
that adversely and materially affected the partnership business” the
partnership may be able to force him to leave the partnership.[17] However,
Fleetwood Mac will still have to pay Lindsey Buckingham the value of his
interest in the partnership.[18] It is likely that Fleetwood Mac may be liable
for a breach of  duciary duty by not sharing the partnership opportunity of
going on tour, and earning the revenue that comes along with that. If they can
prove Buckingham adversely affected the partnership they may no longer be
liable for a breach of  duciary duty, but it will still have to pay him his fair
share.
It seems that Buckingham has some strong arguments in his arsenal, but
Fleetwood Mac says the other bandmates are looking “forward to their day in
court.”[19] 
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